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DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 1-31 are pending in this application. 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-15 and 17-31, drawn to a method and article of manufacture for 
validating a service consumer, classified in class 705, subclass 1. 

II. Claim 16, drawn to a method of revalidating the ability of a consumer to 
carry out a consumer service process, classified in class 705, subclass 1 . . 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

2. Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together 
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in 
scope and are not obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination 
is separately usable. In the instant case, subcombination I has separate utility such as 
providing a service invocation specification. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

The examiner has required restriction between subcombinations usable together. 
Where applicant elects a subcombination and claims thereto are subsequently found 
allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all the limitations of the 
allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR 
1.104. See MPEP § 821.04(a). Applicant is advised that if any claim presented in a 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,612 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3628 

continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or includes all the limitations of, a 
claim that is allowable in the present application, such claim may be subject to 
provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting rejections over the claims of 
the instant application. 

3. Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given 
above and there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required 
because the inventions require a different field of search (see MPEP § 808.02), and the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent 
subject matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

4. During a telephone conversation with Mark Wardas on March 20, 2007 a 
provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute invention I, claims 1-15 and 
17-31 . Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office 
action. Claim 16 is withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 

CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

5. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-3, 6-7, 10, 13-14, 17-19, 22-23, 26, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wiser, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,868,403 (Reference 
A of the attached PTO-892). 

8. As per claims 1 and 17, Wiser, et al. teaches providing a service invocation 
specification (column 18, lines 45-50); providing to a Consumer first validation data 
related to a service (column 18, lines 54-57); receiving from the Consumer a set of 
second validation data responsive to said first validation data and complying with said 
service invocation specification (column 18, lines 58-63); and providing the service 
process responsive, to evaluation of said set of second validation data for compliance 
with said service invocation specification (column 19, lines 31-34). 
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9. As per claims 2 and 18, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches said 
second validation data include data elements that are not included within said first 
validation data and are generated by said Consumer in response to said first validation 
data (column 18, lines 58-63). 

10. As per claims 3 and 19, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches 
analyzing compliance by said second validation data with said service invocation 
specification (column 18, lines 64-66). 

11. As per claims 6 and 22, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches at 
least some of said first validation data are generated by a source other than said 
Provider (column 15, lines 19-20). 

12. As per claims 7 and 23, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches said 
Provider performs validation without charge (column 3, line 61; column 14, line 47 - 
column 15, line 8). 

13. As per claims 10 and 26, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches said 
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Provider validates all second validation data submitted by a Consumer and thereby 
provides service to all Consumers that submit second validation data (column 3, lines 
20-22; column 18, lines 64-66). 

14. As per claims 13 and 29, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches the 
Provider notifies the Consumer that the step of providing the service is contingent on at 
least one of: amount of time elapsed since receipt of second validation data remaining 
below a threshold; reconfirmation after a scheduled time; and the service will only be 
provided along with other services (column 22, lines 4-17). 

15. As per claims 14 and 30, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches 
Receiving a Consumer request for first validation data Responsive to said request 
(column 18, line 49), transmitting said first validation data to said service Consumer 
(column 18, lines 52-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 4, 15, 20, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiser, et al. in view of Official Notice. 

18. As per claims 4 and 20, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. does not explicitly 
teach said step of analyzing compliance is performed by a third party that transmits the 
results thereof to the Provider. Official Notice is taken that it would have been prima 
facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate 
said step of analyzing compliance is performed by a third party that transmits the results 
thereof to the Provider because it is old and well known to use third parties for 
verification to achieve a more reliable and impartial result. 

19. As per claims 15 and 31 , Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. further teaches said 
service invocation specification comprises specifications for a delivered service (column 
18, lines 47-49). Wiser, et al. does not explicitly teach which delivered service is 
supplied in part by at least one third-party Provider that supplies at least one service to 
said Provider that is included in the delivered service supplied to said Consumer. 
Official Notice is taken that it would have been prima facie obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate said service invocation 
specification comprises specifications for a delivered service, which delivered service is 
supplied in part by at least one third-party Provider that supplies at least one service to 
said Provider that is included in the delivered service supplied to said Consumer into the. 
teachings of Wiser, et al. because it is old and well known to use a third party to provide 
certain cervices for greater efficiency. 

20. Claims 5 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wiser, et al. in view of Stolfo, et al., U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2001/0044785 (Reference B of 
the attached PTO-892). 

21 . As per claims 5 and 21 , Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. does not teach said 
first validation data include at least one error injected therein; and said second 
validation data include an indication of said injected errors. Stolfo, et al. teaches said 
first validation data include at least one error injected therein (fl 0061); and said second 
validation data include an indication of said injected errors flj 0065). It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate said first validation data include at least one error injected therein; and said 
second validation data include an indication of said injected errors into the teachings of 
Wiser, et al. for use in data encryption (as taught by Stolfo, et al., 1} 0061). 
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22. Claims 8-9, 12, 24-25, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wiser, et al. in view of Tadano, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 2002/0165807 
(Reference C of the attached PTO-892). 

23. As per claims 8 and 24, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. does not teach said 
Provider charges said Consumer for services at a rate that depends on the result of said 
validation. Tadano, et al. teaches Provider charges said Consumer for services at a 
rate that depends on the result of said validation (Iffi 0093-94). It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate said Provider charges said Consumer for services at a rate that depends on 
the result of said validation into the teachings of Wiser, et al. in order to implement a 
result-dependent billing scheme (as taught by Tadano, et al., 0093). 

24. As per claims 9 and 25, Wiser, et al. in view of Tadano, et al. teaches the method 
and article of manufacture of claims 8 and 24 as described above. Tadano, et al. 
further teaches said Provider charges at a first rate for services for which the Consumer 
has qualified and at a second rate for services for which the Consumer has not qualified 
(U 0097). It would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to incorporate said Provider charges at a first rate for services 
for which the Consumer has qualified and at a second rate for services for which the 
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Consumer has not qualified into the teachings of Wiser, et al. in view of Tadano, et al. in 
order to provide discounts for approved users (as taught by Tadano, et al., 0097). 

25. As per claims 12 and 28, Wiser, et al. in view of Tadano, et al. teaches the 
method and article of manufacture of claims 8 and 24 as described above. Tadano, et 
al. further teaches said Provider charges said Consumer for services at a rate that 
reflects an additional cost to said Provider for supplying services to a Consumer that 
has not met the provisions of said service invocation specification (If 0015). It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate said Provider charges said Consumer for services at a rate that 
reflects an additional cost to said Provider for supplying services to a Consumer that 
has not met the provisions of said service invocation specification into the teachings of 
Wiser, et al. in view of Tadano, et al. in order to provide a discounted rate to previously 
registered customers (as taught by Tadano, et al., U 0015). 

26. Claims 1 1 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wiser, et al. in view of Jansen, et al., U.S. Pat. No. 6,243,450 (Reference D of the 
attached PTO-892). 

27. As per claims 1 1 and 27, Wiser, et al. teaches the method and article of 
manufacture of claims 1 and 17 as described above. Wiser, et al. does not teach said 
Provider performs validation without charge below a service threshold and thereafter 
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charges said Consumer for additional validation services. Jansen, et al. teaches said 
Provider performs validation without charge below a service threshold and thereafter 
charges said Consumer for additional validation services (column 12, lines 38-40). It 
would have been prima facie obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to incorporate said Provider performs validation without charge below a 
service threshold and thereafter charges said Consumer for additional validation 
services into the teachings of Wiser, et al. to allow a grace amount threshold (as taught 
by Jansen, et al., column 12, line 38). 

Conclusion 

28. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Reed, et al., U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2002/0095454 (Reference E of 
the PTO-892) teaches an automated communications system operates to transfer data, 
metadata and methods from a provider computer to a consumer computer through a 
communications network. Ferguson, et al., U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2004/0078332 
(Reference F of the attached PTO-892) teaches a system and method for purchasing 
pre-paid account cards and replenishing pre-paid accounts for goods and services. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel P. Vetter whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
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1366. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8am 
to 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




